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In this comment it is pointed out that the analysis of the dynamic stress intensity factor, dynamic electric displace-
ment intensity factor and dynamic energy release rate conducted by Ing and Wang [Ing, Y.S., Wang, M.J., 2004. Expli-
cit transient solutions for a mode III crack subjected to dynamic concentrated loading in a piezoelectric material.
International Journal of Solids and Structures 41, 3849–3864] is incorrect. The correct analysis and corresponding
correct plots are presented.
 2005 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
Keywords: Crack; Piezoelectric material; Dynamic response; Fracture; Wave propagationEven simple calculations show that results presented by Ing and Wang (2004) are incorrect. It is easy to
see that from Eqs. (64), (66) and Table 1 it follows that for time t > bbgh0020-7
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In the paper by Ing and Wang (2004)
(a) it is concluded that the dynamic stress intensity factor, dynamic electric displacement intensity factor
and the dynamic energy release rate are equal to zero, when t < bh;
(b) it is concluded that direct calculations cannot be applied to the integrals representing dynamic inten-
sity factors for t < bbgh (in the discussion following Eqs. (61) and (62) it is told that direct calculations
cannot be applied to the integrals (61) and (62) for t > bbgh, however the next sentence and the further
text make it obvious that it is a typesetting mistake and that that conclusion relates to t < bbgh, but
not to t > bbgh);
(c) on Figs. 5–7 plots are presented describing the behaviours of the dynamic stress intensity factor, the
dynamic electric displacement intensity factor and the dynamic energy release rate.
In this comment it will be shown that the conclusions (a) and (b) and the plots on Figs. 5–7 are incorrect.
The correct analysis and plots will be presented.
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tively along {Ims = 0,Res 6 bh}, {Ims = 0,Res 6 t} and {Im s = 0,Res 2 [0,bh]}, the additive term + i0
is introduced in (1) and (2) to show, that s is located on the upper side of the branch cuts.
The integrand of (2) has a ﬁrst-order singularity at s = bbgh and branch points at s = 0 , s = bh and s = t.
For t < bh a direct evaluation procedure for the stress intensity factor KðsÞIIIðtÞ cannot be applied to the
integral, however, using the identityQðkÞQþðkÞ ¼ ð1þ k2eÞ
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calculations.
For t > bh, the integrand of (2) is analytic in the entire s- plane cut along {Ims = 0,Res 2 [0, t]}, except
for the pole point at s = bbgh. In this case the path of integration can be closed around the branch cut as
shown in Fig. 1. As a result the integral (2) takes the form
Fig. 1. The integration path C for diﬀerent time intervals.
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Fig. 2. Normalized dynamic stress intensity factors versus normalized time for various piezoelectric materials.
Fig. 3. Normalized dynamic electric displacement intensity factors versus normalized time for various piezoelectric materials.
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Fig. 4. Normalized dynamic energy release rates versus normalized time for various piezoelectric materials.
6704 A. Melkumyan / International Journal of Solids and Structures 42 (2005) 6700–6704Using (7)–(9) numerical calculations can be evaluated. The variation of the dynamic stress intensity fac-
tors, dynamic electric displacement intensity factors and dynamic energy release rates with the normalized
time t/(bh) are shown in Figs. 2–4. The calculations are conducted for the piezoelectric materials PZT-4,
BaTiO3 and PZT-5, which have been chosen by Ing and Wang (2004) in their paper.
The expressions (7)–(9) and Figs. 2–4 show that
(a) dynamic intensity factors and the dynamic energy release rates are not equal to zero, when t < bh;
(b) direct calculations can be applied to the integrals representing dynamic intensity factors for t > bh,
and particularly for t 2 [bh,bbgh];
(c) the dynamic stress intensity factor, the dynamic electric displacement intensity factor and the dynamic
energy release rate have the behaviours shown in Figs. 2–4, which are correct and diﬀerent from Figs.
5–7 introduced by Ing and Wang (2004).Reference
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